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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-9 are pending. 
Claims 10-14 are canceled. 

Response to Amendment 

The evidence submitted is insufficient to establish a conception of the invention 
prior to the effective date of the Balle reference. While conception is the mental part of 
the inventive act, it must be capable of proof, such as by demonstrative evidence or by 
a complete disclosure to another. Conception is more than a vague idea of how to 
solve a problem. The requisite means themselves and their interaction must also be 
comprehended. See Mergenthaler v. Scudder, 1897 CD. 724, 81 O.G. 1417 (D.C. Cir. 
1897). 

The evidence submitted does not disclose the inventive concept of claim 1 (i.e. 
the flexibilities of the cover and the sheet being able to be manipulated into the first and 
second positions). The inventive concept is also described in figure 7 of the drawing of 
the instant application. This inventive concept is absent from the evidenced submitted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1 . Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Balle 
et al. (US Pub No. 2004/0242288 A1; hereinafter "Balle") 

Regarding claim 1, Balle teaches a user interface for initiating a feature in a 
mobile communications unit (see Balle, fig. 2), comprising: 

a flexible cover having at least one contact surface, wherein a user engages said 
contact surface to initiate the feature in the mobile communications unit (see Balle, fig. 

2, component 342), and having at least one extension extending away from said flexible 
cover (see Balle, fig. 4, component 344 and para. [0042], line 5); and 

a flexible sheet (see Balle, fig. 3, component 340 and para. [0042], lines 1-2), 
wherein said flexible cover and said flexible sheet are in a first position when 
undisturbed (see Balle, fig. 3, para. [0038]) and a second position when being 
manipulated for incorporation into the mobile communications unit (see Balle, fig. 4, 
component 400 and para. [0042], lines 5-13), wherein said flexible sheet at least 
partially directs said flexible cover to return to said first position after said flexible cover 
and said flexible sheet are manipulated into said second position (see Balle, para. 
[0038], lines 3-5). 
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Regarding claim 2, Balle also teaches the user interface according to claim 1 , 
wherein said extensions extending away from said flexible cover detachably engage at 
least one slot (see Balle, fig. 4, component 352) mounted on the mobile 
communications unit when said flexible cover is in said first position (see Balle, fig. 4, 
para. [0042], lines 5-9). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

t 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 3-6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Balle as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Serizawa et al. (US 

6,700,086 B2; hereinafter "Serizawa") 

Regarding claim 3, Balle teaches the user interface according to claim 1. 

Balle is silent to teaching that wherein said flexible sheet includes at least one 
extension extending away from said flexible sheet, said extensions of said flexible sheet 
corresponding to said extensions of said flexible cover. However, the claimed limitation 
is well known in the art as evidenced by Serizawa. 

In the same field of endeavor, Serizawa teaches an user interface wherein said 
flexible sheet includes at least one extension extending away from said flexible sheet 
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(see Serizawa, fig. 32, components 24 and 33), said extensions of said flexible sheet 
corresponding to said extensions of said flexible cover (see Serizawa, fig. 32, 
component 324). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Balle with the teaching of 
Serizawa in order to provide an easy installation process (see Serizawa, col. 2, lines 16- 
27). 

Regarding claim 4, Balle teaches the user interface according to claim 1. 

Balle is silent to teaching that wherein said flexible cover is constructed of a 
material selected from the group consisting of rubber and plastic. However, the claimed 
limitation is well known in the art as evidenced by Serizawa. 

In the same field of endeavor, Serizawa teaches an user interface wherein said 
flexible cover is constructed of a material selected from the group consisting of rubber 
and plastic (see Serizawa, col. 24, line 8 and col. 9, line 48). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Balle with the teaching of 
Serizawa in order to provide an easy installation process (see Serizawa, col. 2, lines 16- 
27). 



Regarding claim 5, Balle teaches the user interface according to claim 1. 
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Balle is silent to teaching that wherein said flexible sheet is constructed of metal. 
However, the claimed limitation is well known in the art as evidenced by Serizawa. 

In the same field of endeavor, Serizawa teaches a user interface wherein said 
flexible sheet is constructed of metal (see Serizawa, fig. 32, component 24 and col. 10, 
lines 69-40; the electricity conductivity of the printed circuit reads on the limitation of 
being constructed of metal). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Balle with the teaching of 
Serizawa in order to provide an easy installation process (see Serizawa, col. 2, lines 16- 
27). 

Regarding claim 6, Balle teaches the user interface according to claim 1 . 

Balle is silent to teaching that further comprising at least one indicator, said 
indicator being disposed within and visible from said contact surface. However, the 
claimed limitation is well known in the art as evidenced by Serizawa. 

In the same field of endeavor, Serizawa teaches a user interface further 
comprising at least one indicator, said indicator being disposed within and visible from 
said contact surface (see Serizawa, col. 21, lines 3-5 and col. 9, line 39). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Balle with the teaching of 
Serizawa in order to provide an easy installation process (see Serizawa, col. 2, lines 16- 
27). 
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Regarding claim 9, Balle teaches the user interface according to claim 1 . 

Balle is silent to teaching that wherein the flexible cover includes a designation 
associated with a customer. However, the claimed limitation is well known in the art as 
evidenced by Serizawa. 

In the same field of endeavor, Serizawa teaches a user interface wherein the 
flexible cover includes a designation associated with a customer (see Serizawa, col. 21 , 
lines 3-5 and 26-30; col. 9, line 39). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Balle with the teaching of 
Serizawa in order to provide an easy installation process (see Serizawa, col. 2, lines 16- 
27). 

3. Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Balle and Serizawa as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of Nickum (US. 
7,003,279 B2) 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of Ball and Serizawa teaches the user 
interface according to claim 6. 

However, the combination of Ball and Serizawa is silent to teaching that wherein 
said indicator informs the user of a status of a network connection. 
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But, Nickum teaches a user interface (see Nickum, col. 7, lines 6-8 and 45-46) 
wherein said indicator informs the user of a status of a network connection (see 
Nickum, col. 7, lines 61-63). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Balle and Serizawa with the 
teaching of Nickum in order to provide a way to inform users of wireless services of a 
network condition (see Nickum, col. 1, lines 45-48). 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Ball and Serizawa teaches the user 
interface according to claim 6. 

However, the combination of Ball and Serizawa is silent to teaching that wherein 
said indicator informs the user of the receipt of an incoming communications signal. 

But, Nickum teaches a user interface (see Nickum, col. 7, lines 6-8 and 45-46) 
wherein said indicator informs the user of the receipt of an incoming communications 
signal (see Nickum, col. 7, lines 61-63). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Balle and Serizawa with the 
teaching of Nickum in order to provide a way to inform users of wireless services of a 
network condition (see Nickum, col. 1, lines 45-48). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 3/26/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The affidavit filed on 3/26/07 under 37 CFR 1.131 has been considered but is 
ineffective to overcome the Balle reference (US Pub No. 2004/0242288 A1). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wen W. Huang whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7852. The examiner can normally be reached on 10am - 6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew D. Anderson can be reached on (571) 272-4177. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



wwh 
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